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Measuring  the  Burden  of  Reporting 
to  the  Federal  Government 
Roye  l.  Lowry 

Statistical  Policy  Division,  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 


It  is  generally  believed  that  the  Federal  government 
collects  too  much  information  from  the  American 
people.  There  is  a  continuing  drumfire  of  criticism 
that  the  government  burdens  the  public  with  too  many 
responses  to  too  many  questionnaires ;  that  it  requires 
the  citizenry  to  spend  too  much  time  in  filling  out 
forms.  Each  of  these  expressions  of  the  magnitude  of 
the  burden  of  reporting  to  the  Federal  government, 
number  of  reports,  number  of  responses,  number  of 
hours  of  reporting  burden,  is  a  useful  one.  but  each  is 
incomplete  and  unsatisfactory  when  used  alone. 

Some  notion  of  the  differences  among  these 
measures  and  an  appreciation  of  the  strengths  and 
weaknesses  of  each  may  be  gleaned  from  the  records  of 
the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget  which  has  been 
responsible  for  implementing  the  Federal  Reports  Act 
since  1942. 

Num  ber  of  reports 

The  most  straight  forward  measure  of  reporting 
burden  is  the  number  of  reports.  As  the  number  of 
reports  rises  one  expects  the  reporting  burden  to  rise; 
as  the  number  of  reports  declines,  one  expects  the  bur¬ 
den  to  fall. 

In  December  1942  there  were  4,629  repetitive  re¬ 
ports  approved  for  use  under  the  Federal  Reports  Act. 
By  November  1944,  there  were  6,326  approved  repor¬ 
ts,  an  all-time  high.  Following  that  high  point,  there 
was  an  almost  continuous  drop  in  the  number  of  ap¬ 
proved  repetitive  repo;ts  until  December  1948,  when 
the  all-time  low  of  3,885  reports  was  recorded. 

During  the  Korean  conflict  the  number  of  approved 
reports  rose  to  5,937  in  December  1952.  During  the 
next  six  months  there  was  a  precipitous  drop  to  5,047 
reports. 

For  the  next  nine  years,  from  June  1953  to  June 
1962,  the  number  of  approved  repetitive  reports 
remained  remarkably  stable.  During  the  period  the 
number  rose  as  high  as  5,185  and  fell  as  low  as  4,716, 


but  in  June  1962  it  stood  precisely  where  it  had  been  in 
June  1953  —  5,047  approved  reports. 

After  June  of  1%2  the  number  of  reports  rose 
somewhat,  then  declined  to  4,501  in  June  of  1965. 
Then  there  began  an  almost  uninterrupted  rise  to  a 
high  of  5,671  in  December  of  1973. 

From  December  of  1973,  the  number  of  reports 
declined  to  5,043  in  June  of  1975.  (The  drop  is 
exaggerated  because  earlier  figures,  including  those 
for  December  1973,  included  reports  of  independent 
regulatory  commissions  which  are  no  longer  subject  to 
OMB  clearance  under  the  Federal  Reports  Act.  The 
General  Accounting  Office  indicates  that  their  agen¬ 
cies  had  453  approved  repetitive  reports  in  June  1975.) 

Each  of  the  recorded  highs  for  the  number  of  ap¬ 
proved  reports:  November  1944,  December  1952, 
December  1973,  is  associated  with  a  time  of  expanded 
government  controls:  World  War  II,  the  Korean  con¬ 
flict,  anti-inflation  and  energy  conservation  programs. 

For  the  entire  period  since  the  Korean  conflict  (ex¬ 
cepting  only  the  period  of  expanded  controls)  the 
number  of  reports  has  hovered  around  5,000  with 
variations  of  not  more  than  10%  above  or  below  this 
number.  Figure  1  presents  the  historical  record  of  the 
number  of  repetitive  reports  approved  for  use  under 
the  Federal  Reports  Act. 

Has  the  reporting  burden  been  as  stable  as  changes 
in  the  number  of  reports  suggests? 

Num  ber  of  responses 

The  number  of  responses  to  Federal  government 
repoits  is  another  measure  of  reporting  burden.  In 
concept  it  is  also  quite  straightforward.  If  a  person 
fills  out  one  report  a  year,  one  expects  the  burden  to 
be  less  than  if  he  fills  out  4  reports  a  year,  or  12  reports 
a  year.  One  expects  the  reporting  burden  to  rise  as  the 
number  of  responses  increases;  one  expects  it  to  fall  as 
the  number  of  responses  falls. 

OMB  first  began  systematically  to  record  the  num¬ 
ber  of  responses  to  Federal  reports  in  1966.  In  Decem- 
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Figure  1 

NUMBER  OF  REPETITIVE  REPORTS  APPROVED  FOR  USE  UNDER  FEDERAL  REPORTS  ACT 

-  DECEMBER  1942  -  JUNE  1975 


ber  of  that  year,  it  was  estimated  that  Americans  were 
providing  355,485,000  responses  each  year  to  ap¬ 
proved  repetitive  reports.  By  December  1973  they  were 
providing  437,655,000  responses.  While  the  general 
upward  trend  was  the  same  as  for  the  number  of 
reports,  the  upward  movement  in  the  number  of 
responses  was  irregular  and  not  at  all  as  consistent  as 
the  upward  movement  of  numbers  of  reports.  As  in  the 
case  of  the  number  of  reports,  the  number  of  responses 
has  declined  since  December  1973.  (Again  it  should 
be  borne  in  mind  that  pan  of  the  decrease  is  due  to  the 
shift  of  responsibility  for  clearance  of  reports  of  in¬ 
dependent  regulatory  agencies  to  the  General  Ac¬ 
counting  Office. ) 

However,  the  decline  has  not  been  as  rapid  as  the 
decline  in  the  number  of  reports.  While  Americans  are 
now  respK>nding  to  fewer  Federal  reports  than  they 
were  in  December  1968,  they  are  making  about  64 
million  more  responses  on  an  annual  basis  than  they 
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were  in  that  year.  (This  is  understated  as  the  Decem¬ 
ber  1968  figure  includes  independent  regulatory  com¬ 
missions  not  now  subject  to  OMB  clearance 
procedures.) 

While  OMB  records  on  the  number  of  responses  to 
Federal  agency  questionnaires  do  not  have  the  same 
length  as  the  historical  record  on  the  number  of  re¬ 
ports,  the  available  evidence  indicates  that  the  report¬ 
ing  burden  on  the  American  public  is  more  dynamic 
in  an  unevenly  upward  direction  that  is  suggested  by 
changes  in  the  number  of  reports.  Figure  2  shows  the 
historical  record  of  responses  to  Federal  reports  since 
December  1966. 

Hours  of  reporting  burden 

An  estimate  of  the  time  required  to  complete  the 
responses  to  a  Federal  agency  report  is  perhaps  the 
most  commonly  used  measure  of  reporting  burden. 
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Figure  2 

NUMBER  OF  RESPONSES  TO  REPETITIVE  REPORTS  APPROVED  FOR  USE  UNDER 
FEDERAL  REPORTS  ACT  -  DECEMBER  1966  -  JUNE  1975 

In  Millions  of  Responses 


It  is  the  most  sophisticated  of  the  three  measures.  It 
takes  account  of  the  time  required  to  complete  a 
response  to  a  report  and  the  number  of  responses  to  a 
report.  Even  if  the  number  of  reports  and  the  number 
of  responses  should  remain  constant,  one  expects 
reporting  burden  to  increase  as  a  report  becomes  more 
difficult  to  complete  and  to  decrease  as  it  becomes 
simpler. 

Unfortunately,  estimating  hours  of  reporting  bur¬ 
den,  while  simple  in  concept,  is  difficult  in  practice. 
While  OMB  instructions  on  this  calculation  are  clear 
in  their  language  and  intent,  they  are  not  easy  to 
follow  in  an  operational  sense.  Recordkeeping  prac¬ 
tices  and  procedures  vary  so  widely  that  even  among 
businesses  of  a  comparable  size  it  may  take  10  times 
longer  for  one  respondent  to  complete  a  report  than 
for  another.  Moreover,  verification  of  this  measure  of 


reporting  burden  is  much  more  difficult  than 
verification  of  the  other  two  measures:  number  of 
reports  or  number  of  responses.  Consequently,  figures 
purporting  to  describe  the  hours  of  reporting  burden 
placed  on  the  American  public  need  to  be  treated  with 
considerable  caution. 

The  logical  attractiveness  of  the  “reporting  hours” 
method  of  estimating  the  burden  of  answering  govern¬ 
ment  inquiries  had  caused  some  observers  to  call  for 
greater  expenditures  of  resources  to  improve  this 
measure.  It  has  even  been  suggested  that  an  additional 
question  or  additional  questions  be  added  to  govern¬ 
ment  inquiries  asking  respondents  how  long  it  took 
them  to  respond  and  that  Federal  agencies  perform 
analyses  of  the  returns  as  a  means  of  improving  the 
present  calculations.  None  of  the  suggestions  have 
provided  for  any  means  of  verifying  the  data  reported. 
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Figure  3 

HOURS  OF  REPORTING  BUROEN 

REPETITIVE  REPORTS  APPROVED  FOR  USE  UNDER  FEDERAL  REPORTS  ACT 
-  DECEMBER  1966  -  JUNE  1975 

In  Millions  of  Reporting  Hours 


OMB  has  available  figures  on  hours  of  reporting 
burden  from  1966.  Like  the  number  of  reports  and  the 
number  of  responses  the  hours  of  reporting  burden 
rose  from  1966  (112.4  million  hours)  through  Decem¬ 
ber  1973  (177.1  million  hours)  and  subsequently 
declined  to  June  1975  129.0  million  hours).  The 
detailed  movements  of  the  uneven  upward  trend  in 
hours  of  reporting  burden  observed  during  the  period 
did  not  parallel  the  detailed  movements  in  the  number 
of  responses.  Figure  3  presents  the  historical  record  of 
reporting  hour  burden  since  December  1966. 

Summary 

Each  of  the  measures  of  reporting  burden  has  its 
advantages  and  disadvantages. 

Number  of  reports. 

Advantages:  Simple.  Easy  to  understand.  Easily 
verified. 

Disadvantages:  Can  be  inaccurate  and  misleading 
because  burden  can  increase  while  number  of  re¬ 
ports  is  unchanged  or  reduced. 


Number  of  responses. 

Advantages:  Simple.  Easy  to  understand.  Easily 
verified.  Responsive  to  changes  in  burden  result¬ 
ing  in  changes  of  frequency  of  reporting.  Since 
each  response  is  a  separate  “report,”  this  number 
will  come  closest  to  what  respondents  have  in 
mind  where  they  speak  and  think  of  “government 
reports.” 

Disadvantages:  Partly  uncontrollable  since  the 
number  of  responses  may  be  determined  by  exter¬ 
nal  factors,  i.e.,  people  are  free  to  choose  whether 
to  file  applications  for  Federal  benefits.  Can  be 
inaccurate  and  misleading  because  the  reporting 
burden  can  change  as  a  result  of  changes  in  the 
characteristics  of  the  report  even  when  the  num¬ 
ber  of  responses  is  unchanged. 

Hours  of  reporting  burden. 

Advantages:  Most  complete  in  that  it  includes  all 
variables  entering  into  reporting  burden:  num- 
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Figure  4 

RELATIVE  CHANGES  IN  REPORTING  BURDEN 
AS  MEASURED  BY  NUMBER  OF  REPORTS,  NUMBER  OF  RESPONSES,  AND  NUMBER  OF 
REPORTING  HOURS  -  DECEMBER  1966  -  JUNE  1975 


ber  of  reports,  number  of  responses,  time  re¬ 
quired  for  response. 

Disadvantages :  Partly  uncontrollable  as  hours  of  re¬ 
porting  burden  are  partly  determined  by  external 
factors,  i.e.,  people  may  freely  choose  to  file  ap¬ 
plication  for  Federal  benefits.  Can  be  inaccurate 
and  misleading  because  it  is  operationally  diffi¬ 
cult  to  calculate  burden  and  because  there  is  no 
operational  means  of  verifying  reported  data. 

There  is  no  tried  and  true  means  to  measure  the 
burden  placed  on  the  American  public  by  Federal  in¬ 
formation  collecting  activities.  The  two  measures 
which  are  simple  and  easily  verified  do  not  measure  a 
critical  element  of  major  importance  — time.  The 
measure  which  takes  time  into  account  lacks  a  means 
for  verifying  the  time  reported. 

October 


All  measures  agree  in  trend  movement  in  reporting 
burden  but  they  give  differing  signals  as  to  what  is 
happening  over  short  periods. 

With  such  imperfect  measures,  how  does  one  ef¬ 
fectively  act  to  reduce  the  reporting  burden  on  the 
American  public? 

A  strategy  aimed  at  reducing  the  reporting  burden 
by  reducing  the  number  of  reports  could  achieve  an 
observable  measure  of  success  without  having  very 
much  impact  on  the  reporting  public.  For  example, 
there  are  1 ,026  reports  each  of  which  has  200  or  fewer 
responses  each  year.  Supposing  it  possible  to  eliminate 
all  of  these  reports,  the  number  of  reports  would  be 
cut  by  over  20% ,  while  the  number  of  responses  would 
be  reduced  by  less  than  1  / 10  of  1  % . 

A  strategy  aimed  at  reducing  the  response  burden  or 
the  reporting  hour  burden  would  face  a  different  kind 
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of  problem.  The  great  bulk  of  all  responses  to  Federal 
reports  are  concentrated  in  a  very  small  number  of 
them.  Ninety-eight  reports  account  for  80%  of  all  the 
responses  to  all  Federal  reports.  Similarly,  a  relatively 
small  number  of  reports  account  for  most  of  the  re¬ 
porting  burden  as  measured  by  “reporting  hours. ’’Any 
significant  reduction  in  the  burden  of  public  reporting 
as  measured  by  responses  or  hours  of  reporting  burden 
would  almost  surely  result  from  some  kind  of  action 
relating  to  heavily  used  reports  or  reports  which  con¬ 
sume  large  amounts  of  reporting  time.  Yet  reductions 
which  might  be  impressive  by  these  measured  could 
leave  almost  every  existing  report  still  in  place. 

Figure  4  presents  the  relative  changes  in  reporting 
burden  since  December  1966  using  the  three  different 
methods  now  employed:  number  of  reports,  number 
of  responses,  and  number  of  hours  of  reporting  bur¬ 
den. 

Can  this  circle  of  frustration  be  broken?  Concern 
about  the  paperwork  burden  of  reporting  to  the 


Federal  government  focuses  the  spotlight  of  public  at¬ 
tention  on  the  paperwork  itself:  on  forms  question¬ 
naires,  numbers  of  copies,  numbers  of  reports,  num¬ 
bers  of  responses,  numbers  of  hours  of  reporting  bur¬ 
den.  Less  attention  is  directed  to  the  laws,  regfulations, 
or  administrative  practices  which  generate  the  paper¬ 
work. 

The  new  Commission  on  Federal  Pa{>erwork  has  a 
broad  charter  to  examine  the  interrelationships  bet¬ 
ween  these  generators  of  paperwork  and  the  paper¬ 
work  they  generate.  It  is  also  to  make  recom¬ 
mendations  for  such  changes  in  law,  regulations,  etc., 
as  it  may  feel  to  be  desirable  as  a  consequence  of  its 
examination.  While  it  is  not  possible  to  forsee  what  the 
Commission  will  do  and  what  recommendations  it  will 
make,  its  creation  seems  to  offer  an  opportunity  to 
look  at  the  paperwork  burden  from  new  perspectives 
and  to  recommend  actions  which  could  bring  about 
clear,  recognizable  reductions  in  paperwork  burden 
no  matter  how  imperfect  the  measure  used  to  describe 
it. 


CURRENT  DEVELOPMENTS 


TIMELINESS  OF  FEDERAL  STATISTICS 

As  a  part  of  its  continuing  review  of  the  timeliness  of 
Federal  statistics,  the  Statistical  Policy  Division,  Office 
of  Management  and  Budget  has  recently  completed  a 
review  of  agency  reports  for  principal  economic  in¬ 
dicators  submitted  in  response  to  Circular  No.  A-91, 
Prompt  Compilation  and  Release  of  Statistical  In¬ 
formation.  Comparisons  were  made  in  the  change  in 
working  days  from  the  reference  dates  to  the  release 
dates  for  the  fourth  quarters  of  1972,  1973,  and  1974. 
For  Federal  statistics  to  be  timely,  the  shortest  prac¬ 
ticable  interval  should  exist  between  the  date  or  period 
to  which  the  data  refer  and  the  date  when  compilation 
is  completed  and  the  figures  are  made  public.  In  the 
case  of  principal  indicators,  the  goal  is  to  accomplish 
compilation  and  release  to  the  public  within  20 
working  days. 

Eight  major  statistical  agencies  submitted  reports  on 
principal  economic  indicators  over  the  3-year  period 
1972,  1973,  and  1974:  Statistical  Rejjorting  Service 
(SRS),  Department  of  Agriculture;  the  Bureau  of 
Economic  Analysis  (BEA)  and  the  Bureau  of  the  Cen- 
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sus.  Department  of  Commerce:  Bureau  of  Labor 
Statistics  (BLS),  Department  of  Labor;  Federal 
Trade  Commission  (FTC) ;  Department  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development  (HUD) ;  Department  of  the 
Treasury:  and  Federal  Reserve  Board  (FRB) . 

During  the  review  it  was  found  that  most  agencies 
maintained  or  improved  their  data  release  schedules 
for  principal  economic  indicators.  The  Bureau  of 
Economic  Analysis  and  the  Federal  Reserve  Board 
showed  a  marked  improvement  for  statistical  release 
schedules. 

Of  the  8  agencies  that  submitted  reports  over  the  3- 
year  period,  5  agencies  (BEA,  Census,  FRB,  BLS, 
HUD)  had  decreases  of  1  to  2  days  in  the  number  of 
working  days  elapsed  from  reference  date  to  release 
date  for  a  total  of  22  statistical  series.  One  agency,  the 
Federal  Reserve  Board,  had  a  decrease  of  3-5  days  for 
one  report.  Six  agencies  (SRS,  BEA,  Census,  FRB, 
BLS,  Treasury)  had  no  change  in  the  number  of  days 
elapsed  from  reference  date  to  release  date  for  a  total 
of  19  series.  Four  agencies  (BEA,  Census,  FRB,  BLS) 
had  increases  of  l-2days  for  a  total  of  11  series;  3 
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agencies  (BEA.FRB,  BLS)  had  increases  of  3  days  or 
more  for  a  total  of  4  series. 

One  of  the  series  with  an  increase  of  3  days  or  more 
from  reference  date  to  release  date  is  the  wholesale 
price  index.  The  increase  in  time  for  release  of  this 
series  was  attributed  to  unique  problems  associated 
with  the  high  volume  of  price  changes  for  wholesale 
trade  and  wholesale  price  index.  The  release  of  the 
Wholesale  Price  Index  is  now  back  to  a  more  timely 
pattern.  Gross  National  Product  has  shown  a  con¬ 
tinual  decrease  in  the  number  of  days  from  reference 
date  to  release  date,  both  for  the  Preliminary  and 
Revised  series.  Retail  sales  had  no  change  over  the  3- 
year  period  for  release.  The  employment  situation  had 
an  increase  of  1  day  over  the  period,  and  the  produc¬ 
tion  index  had  a  decrease  of  1  day. 

Timeliness  of  Federal  economic  data  was  one  of  the 
items  on  the  program  of  the  annual  meetings  of  the 
American  Statistical  Association,  held  August  25-28, 
1975  in  Atlanta,  Georgia.  Robert  E  Lewis,  of  the  First 
National  City  Bank,  presented  a  paper  which 
discussed  from  a  business  user’s  view  the  need  of 
forecasters  and  business  analysts  for  prompt  and 
dependable  statistics,  the  trade-off  between  timeliness 
and  accuracy  in  monthly  and  quarterly  series,  the 
need  for  prompt  availability  of  population  and 
economic  census  data  and  for  greater  speed  in  the  fun¬ 
damental  benchmark  adjustments  based  upon  them, 
delays  in  printing,  distribution  and  postal  service  that 
frustrate  the  prompt  availability  of  timely  data.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  Herman  Liebling,  Department  of  the 
Treasury,  commented  on  the  timeliness  of  economic 
data  for  forecasting  from  a  government  user’s  view  and 
James  Pate,  Department  of  Commerce,  commented 
from  a  government  producer’s  view. 

The  Statistical  Policy  Division  will  soon  begin  to 
review  the  agency  reports  for  1975  submitted  under 
Circular  No.  A-91.  (SUZANN  K  EvingeR. 
STATISTICAL  POLICY  DIVISION.  OFFICE  OF 
MANAGEMENT  AND  BUDGET,  telephone  (202)  395- 
3710.) 


DIRECTORY  OF  DATA  SOURCES  ON 
RACIAL  AND  ETHNIC  MINORITIES 

The  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  has  released  an  an¬ 
notated  directory  to  a  large  number  of  Federal  sources 
of  data  on  minority  groups.  Listings  are  presented  in 
four  sections  covering  blacks,  persons  of  Spanish  an¬ 
cestry,  races  other  than  black,  and  ethnic  groups  other 
than  Spanish  ancestry.  Most  of  the  directory’s  content 
focuses  on  reports  from  the  1970  decennial  census  and 
the  Current  Population  Survey:  however,  selected 


other  data  sources  are  also  listed.  Copies  of  Directory 
of  Data  Sources  on  Racial  and  Ethnic  Minorities,  BLS 
Bulletin  1879,  are  available  from  the  Superintendent 
of  Documents,  U  S  Government  Printing  Office, 
Washington,  D  C  20402,  for  |1.50.  Single  copies  are 
available  free  of  charge,  while  the  supply  lasts,  from 
the  Division  of  Labor  Force  Studies.  (Earl  Mellor. 
OFFICE  OF  CURRENT  EMPLOYMENT  ANALYSIS.  BUREAU 
OF  LABOR  STATISTICS,  telephone  (202)  961-2530.) 

SCSA  CORRECTION 

“Designation  of  SCSAs  and  SMSAs,”  which  ap¬ 
peared  in  the  August  1975  Statistical  Reporter,  con¬ 
tained  an  error  for  the  information  g^ven  for  the  New 
York-Newark-Jersey  City,  NY-NJ-CT  Standard  Con¬ 
solidated  Statistical  Area  (SCSA) .  Reprinted  below  is 
that  portion  of  the  article  with  the  correct  information 
for  that  SCSA. 

The  following  previously  designated  standard  con¬ 
solidated  area  is  designated  as  a  standard  consolidated 
statistical  area  and  is  retitled  and  redefined : 

SCS.4 

code  Sew  title 

70  New  York-Newark- 

Jersey  City.  NY-NJ  CT 

Definuion 

Add:  Nassau-Suffolk,  NY  SMSA 

Long  Branch- Asbury  Park.  NJ 
SMSA 

New  Brunswick- Perth  Amboy- 
Sayreville,  Nj  SMSA 
Norwalk.  CT  SMSA 
Stamford.  CT  SMSA 
Delete:  Middlesex  County,  NJ 
Somerset  County,  NJ 


TECHNOLOGICAL  CHANGE  AND  MANPOWER 
TRENDS  IN  FIVE  INDUSTRIES 

The  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  has  released  a  new 
productivity  study.  Technological  Change  and  Man¬ 
power  Trends  in  Five  Industries,  Bulletin  1856. 

This  bulletin  appraises  major  technological  changes 
in  key  American  industries  and  discusses  their  impact 
on  productivity  and  occupations  over  the  next  5  to  10 
years.  Separate  rejxjrts  are  presented  for  the  following 
five  industries:  pulp  and  paper  (SIC  261,  262,  263, 
266),  hydraulic  cement  (SIC  324),  steel  (SIC  331), 
aircraft  and  missiles  (SIC  372,  1925),  and  wholesale 
trade  (SIC  50) . 

Copies  of  the  58-page  report  may  be  purchased  for 
$1.20  from  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S. 
Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C. 
20402,  GPO  Bookstores,  or  from  any  of  the  Bureau’s 
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regional  offices.  Single  copies  are  available  free  of 
charge,  while  the  supply  lasts,  from  the  Division  of 
Technological  Studies.  (JOHN  J.  Macut,  OFFICE  OF 
PRODUCTIVITY  AND  TECHNOLOGY,  BUREAU  OF  LABOR 
STATISTICS,  telephone  (202)  961-3929.) 

1972  ECONOMIC  CENSUSES  ESTABLISHMENT 
AND  FIRM  SIZE  REPORTS 

The  Bureau  of  the  Census  is  currently  releasing  a 
series  of  three  EstabUshment  and  Firm  Size  reports 
from  the  1972  Censuses  of  Retail  Trade,  Wholesale 
Trade,  and  Selected  Services  Industries,  including 
data  by  sales  size  of  firm  and  on  concentration  by 
largest  firms  not  published  from  earlier  censuses. 
These  reports,  which  present  a  recompilation  of 
previously  published  United  States  summary  data,  are 
divided  into  three  sections:  Size  of  Establishment,  Size 
of  Firm,  and  Legal  Form  of  Organization. 

Establishment  size  statistics  are  presented  by  kind  of 
business  for  1 1  sales-size  g^ups  based  on  the  value  of 
sales  and  other  receipts  reported  for  the  census  year, 
and  for  13  employment-size  groups  based  on  the  num¬ 
ber  of  employees  on  the  payroll  during  the  pay  period 
including  March  12,  1972.  Similar  tables  were 
published  from  the  1967  censuses. 

Statistics  for  firms  are  shown  by  kind  of  business  by 

(1)  number  of  establishments  operated,  (2)  by  sales 
size,  and  (3)  based  on  concentration  by  largest  firms. 
A  firm  may  be  either  a  single-establishment  (single 
unit)  firm  or  a  multi-establishment  (multiunit)  firm. 
The  tables  by  number  of  establishments  operated 
(Single  Units  and  Multiunits)  are  similar  to  those  for 
earlier  census  years;  however,  for  1972,  data  for  firms 
are  also  presented  by  10  sales-size  gproups.  The  other 
new  table,  “Concentration  by  Major  Firms,”  presents 
data  separately  for  the  4,  8,  20  and  50  largest  firms 
based  on  total  sales. 

In  previous  censuses,  “firm-size”  for  retail  and 
wholesale  trade  was  based  on  aggregate  data  for  all 
establishments  operated  by  the  firm  in  the  same 
“general  kind  of  business.”  The  resulting  firm -size 
classification  of  each  establishment  was  retained  at  all 
summary  levels.  For  1972,  “firm-size”  is  based  on 
aggregate  data  for  all  establishments  operated  by  the 
same  firm  at  the  kind-of-business  level  for  which  data 
are  presented,  the  system  used  in  the  special 
“Establishment  and  Firm  Size”  report  for  Selected  Ser¬ 
vices  from  the  1967  census (BC67  (S)SSl) . 

The  final  table  in  each  report  shows  data  by  legal 
form  of  organization  by  kind  of  business.  These  data 
represent  a  summary  for  individual  establishments 
rather  than  for  firms. 


Suggested  citations  for  the  reports,  which  may  be 
purchased  from  the  Superintendent  of  Documents, 
U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C., 
are  as  follows : 

(1)  U.S.  Bureau  of  the  Census,  Census  of  Wholesale 
Trade,  1972  — Subject  Series— Establishment  Size 
and  Firm  Size  (Including  Legal  Form  of  Or¬ 
ganization),  WC72-S-1,  $2.90. 

(2)  U.S.  Bureau  of  the  Census,  Census  of  Retail 
Trade,  1972  — Subject  Series  — Establishment  Size 
and  Firm  Size  (Including  Legal  Form  of  Or¬ 
ganization),  RC72-S-1,  $2.90. 

(3)  U.S.  Bureau  of  the  Census,  Census  of  Selected 
Service  Industries,  1972  — Subject  Series— Estab¬ 
lishment  Size  and  Firm  Size  (Including  Legal 
Form  of  Organization) ,  SC72-S-1,  $3.25. 

(John  R.  Wikoff,  chief,  business  division, 
BUREAU  OF  THE  CENSUS,  telephone  (301)  763-7564.) 


AMERICAN  STATISTICAL  ASSOCIATION 
FELLOWS 

The  following  Federal  Government  statisticians 
were  among  the  26  named  as  “Fellows  of  the  American 
Statistical  Association”  in  a  ceremony  on  Augtist  26, 
1975  at  the  Association’s  annual  meetings  held  this 
year  in  Atlanta,  Georgia: 

BARBARA  A.  BAILAR,  Chief,  Research  Center 
for  Measurement  Methods,  U.S.  Bureau  of  the 
Census;  for  outstanding  contributions  to  the 
mathematical  modeling  of  survey  errors  and  to 
the  planning  and  management  of  large-scale  ex¬ 
periments  which  have  permitted  the  estimation  of 
the  parameters  of  such  models. 

JOHN  C.  BAILAR  III,  Senior  Consultant  for  Co¬ 
operative  Studies,  National  Cancer  Institute;  for 
notable  research  and  achievements  in  combining 
mathematical  statistics  and  medicine,  which 
combination  has  synergistically  resulted  in  impor¬ 
tant  advances  in  cancer  therapy. 

JOSEPH  W.  DUNCAN,  Chief  Statistician  and 
Deputy  Associate  Director,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget,  Executive  Office  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent  ;  for  unusual  service  to  the  statistical  profes¬ 
sion  in  encouraging  and  maintaining  a  high  level 
of  integrity  of  Federal  statistics,  and  for  innova¬ 
tive  managerial  efforts  desigpned  to  assure  long¬ 
term  improvements  in  Federal  statistical  pro¬ 
grams. 

DAVID  HOGBEN,  Mathematician,  Statistical  En¬ 
gineering  Laboratory,  National  Bureau  of  Stand- 
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ards;  for  contributions  to  the  development  of 
user-oriented  computing  systems,  for  leadership 
in  the  establishment  of  standards  for  statistical 
computing,  and  for  continuing  activity  in  statisti¬ 
cal  consultation  and  data  analysis. 

BRUCE  J.  McDonald,  Director,  Statistics  and 
Probability  Research  Program,  U.S.  Navy;  for 
his  efficient  and  skillful  role  in  the  development 
and  administration  of  research  programs  in  prob¬ 
ability  and  statistics,  for  ability  in  bringing  prac¬ 
titioner  and  researcher  together,  and  for  efforts 
to  disseminate  statistical  knowledge  at  the  inter¬ 
national  level. 

SEYMOUR  SELIG,  Statistician,  Statistics  and 
Probability  Program,  Office  of  Naval  Research; 
for  long  service  and  leadership  to  the  profession  as 
Managing  Editor  of  the  Naval  Research  Logistics 
Quarterly,  and  for  competence  and  skill  in  ad¬ 
ministration  of  statistical  research  programs  in 
quality  assurance,  reliability  and  military  opera¬ 
tions  research. 

JACK  E.  TRIPLETT,  Assistant  Commissioner  for 
Research,  Methods,  and  Standards,  U.S.  Bureau 
of  Labor  Statistics;  for  creativity  in  developing 
and  applying  the  hedonic  theory  of  quality  meas¬ 
urement  to  price  indexes  and  for  general  contri¬ 
butions  to  improved  methodology  in  price  index 
construction. 

SOCIOECONOMIC  CHARACTERISTICS 
OF  GROWING  AND  DECLINING 
NONMETROPOLITAN  COUNTIES,  1970 

The  Economic  Research  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture  has  recently  released  the  results  of  a  com¬ 
parative  analysis  of  social  and  economic  characteristics 
of  growing  and  declining  nonmetropolitan  counties, 
1970. 

The  study  compares  characteristics  of  growing  and 
declining  nonmetropolitan  counties  in  1970  (data  are 
based  on  1970  Census  of  Population,  the  latest  source 
of  such  information).  In  addition,  it  provides  separate 
analyses  for  whites  and  racial  minorities,  for  two  levels 
of  urbanization,  and  for  the  South  and  nonsouth 
regions. 

The  report  notes  that  population  decline  can  ad¬ 
versely  affect  an  area’s  social  and  economic  com¬ 
position,  it’s  age  structure,  the  structure  of  its  labor 
force,  and  its  ability  to  generate  income  to  support 
essential  programs  and  activities.  Counties  with 
declining  population  have  a  deficit  of  working  age 
population,  and  a  relatively  high  proportion  of  depen¬ 


dent  age  groups.  Declining  counties  trail  the  growing 
counties  in  family  income,  labor  force  participation  by 
females,  and  employment  in  manufacturing;  they  are 
characterized  by  much  higher  than  average  employ¬ 
ment  in  low-wage  and  low-skill  extractive  industries. 

Single  copies  are  available  upon  request  to 
publications  services.  Room  0054-S,  ERS,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 
(David  1.  Brown,  ers,  department  of 
AGRICULTURE,  telephone  (202)  447-8826.) 


CURRENT  INDEX  TO  STATISTICS 

The  American  Statistical  Association  and  The  In¬ 
stitute  of  Mathematical  Statistics,  in  cooperation  with 
the  International  Statistical  Institute  and  the  South 
African  Statistical  Society,  have  recently  announced  a 
new  annual  publication  entitled.  Current  Index  To 
Statistics  —  Methods,  Applications,  Theory  and 
Probability  Models.  It  is  a  computerized  index  to 
statistical  literature. 

Each  year  articles  appearing  in  over  50  journals  will 
be  indexed  by  author  and  all  important  words  in  titles. 
Supplemental  key  words  will  be  included  when 
available.  The  first  volume  will  cover  articles  ap¬ 
pearing  during  1975,  and  will  be  available  to  sub¬ 
scribers  in  the  spring  of  1976. 

Subscription  rates  will  be  announced  later  this  year. 
Tentative  rates  estimated  for  the  1976  volume  are  as 
follows:  $8.00  for  members  of  the  sponsoring 
societies;  $12.00  for  other  individuals;  and  $15.00  for 
organizational/library  subscriptions. 

The  following  journals  will  be  indexed  completely  in 
the  Current  Index: 

Advances  in  Applied  Probability 
American  Statistician 

Annals  of  the  Institute  of  Statistical  Mathematics 

Annals  of  Probability 

Annals  of  Statistics 

Applied  Statistics  ( =  JRSS,C) 

Australian  Journal  of  Statistics 
Berkeley  Symposium  on  Statistics  and  Probability, 
Proceedings 
Biometrics 
Biomet  rika 

Biometrische  Zeitschrift  (Germany) 

Communications  in  Statistics 

International  Statistical  Review 

Jrl.  of  the  American  Statistical  Association 

Jrl.  of  Applied  Probability 

Jrl.  of  Multivariate  Analysis 
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Jrl.  of  Quality  Technology 

Jrl.  of  the  Royal  Statistical  Society,  Series  A 

Jrl.  of  the  Royal  Statistical  Society,  Series  B 

Metrika 

Psychometrika 

Review  of  Statistical  Applications  Research  (JUSE) 

Sankhya,  Series  A 

Sankhya,  Series  B 

Sankhya,  Series  C 

Scandinavian  Jrl.  of  Statistics 

South  African  Statistical  Journal 

Statistical  Computation  and  Simulation 

Stochastic  Processes  and  their  Applications 

Technometrics 

Theory  of  Probability  and  Applications  (English 
translation) 

Trabajos  de  Estadistica 
Z  Wahrscheinlichkeits  Theorie 
(Lester  Frankel,  American  statistical 
ASSOCIATION,  806  15th  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20005,  telephone  (202)  39S-3252.) 

SEVEN  NEW  SOCIAL  SECURITY 
BULLETIN  REPORTS 

The  Office  of  Research  and  Statistics  in  the  Social 
Security  Administration  has  announced  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  seven  new  reports. 

Employee- Benefit  Plans,  1973  (by  Walter  W. 
Kolodrubetz,  Social  Security  Bulletin,  May  1975). 
Some  slackening  in  the  growth  rate  of  employee- 
benefit  plans  providing  income-maintenance  and 
health  expense  benefits  was  apparent  in  1973,  despite 
continuing  inflationary  pressures.  Group  health  in¬ 
surance  plans  in  particular  showed  moderate  rates  of 
increase  in  contributions  and  benefits  as  the  health  in¬ 
dustry  continued  to  be  fully  subject  to  the  economic 
stabilization  program  during  the  year.  This  year’s 
review  includes  some  preliminary  data  on  the 
distribution  of  these  health  plans  by  size  of  company, 
industry,  type  of  worker,  method  of  financing,  and 
collective  bargaining  status. 

Conversions  to  Supplemental  Security  Income  From 
State  Assistance :  A  Program  Records  Study  (by  Len- 
na  D.  Kennedy,  Dorothea  Thomas,  and  Jack 
Schmulowitz,  Social  Security  Bulletin,  June  1975). 
In  January  1974  payments  began  under  the  new  Sup¬ 
plemental  Security  Income  (SSI)  program  to  about  3 
million  persons  transferred  from  State  assistance 
programs.  This  paper  presents  the  results  of  a  study  of 
the  conversion  population:  their  income  and  em¬ 
ployment  patterns,  the  amount  of  State  assistance 
provided,  and  the  impact  of  SSI  on  them.  Half  of  the 


persons  had  no  income  other  than  their  assistance 
payment.  For  those  with  some  income  the 
predominant  source  was  social  security  benefits.  Only 
a  small  proportion  reported  income  from  employment 
or  other  benefits.  One-third  of  aged  individuals  and 
two-thirds  of  the  disabled  were  awarded  Federal  SSI 
payments  at  the  maximum  amount  initially  payable. 

Medicare,  Number  of  Persons  Insured,  July  1,  1973 
(by  Martin  Ruther,  Social  Security  Bulletin,  June 
1975).  On  July  1,  1973,  21.8  million  persons  aged  65 
and  over  were  enrolled  for  Medicare.  Also  eligfible  on 
that  date  were  disabled  persons  under  65  brought  un¬ 
der  Medicare  by  the  1972  amendments  to  the  Social 
Security  Act.  They  included  more  than  1.6  million 
persons  who  for  at  least  24  months  had  been  entitled  to 
receive  social  security  benefits  because  of  disability 
and  6,400  insured  persons  suffering  from  chronic 
renal  disease.  The  latter  group,  though  small  in  num¬ 
ber,  is  important  because  its  medical  expenses  are  very 
high.  The  article  describes  the  characteristics  of  aged 
and  disabled  enrollees  by  age,  race,  sex,  and  resi¬ 
dence. 

Medicare  Patients:  Regional  Differences  in  Length 
of  Hospital  Stays,  1969-71  (by  Marian  Gomick, 
Social  Security  Bulletin,  July  1975).  This  article 
focuses  on  the  striking  regional  differences  observed  in 
the  length  of  the  hospital  stay  by  Medicare  patients. 
Data  for  patients  discharged  from  short -stay  hospitals 
with  specific  diagnoses  in  1969-71  are  compared  by 
region  and  age  group,  whether  surgery  was  per¬ 
formed,  and  whether  they  were  multiple  diagnoses. 
Consistent  regional  differences  were  found  in  length  of 
stay  in  short-stay  hospitals.  No  matter  what  the  con¬ 
dition,  length  of  stay  was  nearly  always  longest  in  the 
Northeast  and  shortest  in  the  West,  with  the  North 
Central  region  and  the  South  occupying  the  positions 
in  between.  The  data  suggest  the  need  for  extensive 
study  of  other  factors  that  may  influence  the  duration 
of  the  hospital  stay. 

Social  Security,  Saving,  and  Capital  Formation  (by 
Selig  D.  Lesnoy  and  John  C.  Hambor,  Social  Security 
Bulletin,  July  1975).  Much  controversy  has  developed 
recently  over  capital  formation  and  the  claim  that  the 
social  security  system  has  reduced  savings  and  as  a 
result  the  potential  for  economic  growth  in  this  coun¬ 
try. 

This  article  is  based  on  a  presentation  made  at  the 
Executive  Staff  Meeting  of  the  Social  Security  Ad¬ 
ministration  on  April  18,  1975.  To  facilitate  un¬ 
derstanding  of  the  issues,  the  article  begins  with  a 
discussion  of  the  general  nature  of  capital  formation 
and  its  relationship  to  saving  and  economic  growth. 
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The  balance  of  the  article  focuses  on  three  questions: 
What  is  the  impact  of  social  security  on  saving?  If 
social  security  reduces  saving,  is  this  necessarily  bad? 
If  is  is  desirable  to  increase  saving  and  economic 
growth,  what  alternative  policies  can  be  considered? 

Age  Differences  in  Health  Care  Spending,  Fiscal 
Year  1974  (by  Marjorie  Smith  Mueller  and  Robert  M. 
Gibson,  Social  Security  Bulletin,  June  1975).  This 
study  of  health  care  spending  in  fiscal  year  1974 
reveals  that,  of  the  $90.3  billion  spent  by  the  Nation 
for  personal  health  care,  15%  was  spent  for  the  young 
(under  age  19),  56%  for  persons  19-64,  and  30%  for 
those  aged  65  and  over.  The  aged  individual  had  the 
largest  per-capita  medical  bill,  $1,218;  the  bill  was 
$420  for  a  person  in  the  intermediate  age  group  and 
$183  for  a  young  person.  Third-party  payments  — by 
government,  private  health  insurance,  philanthropy 
and  industry  — accounted  for  almost  two- thirds  of 
health  expenditures  for  both  the  aged  and  those  under 
age  65.  Public  funds  alone  paid  for  nearly  30%  of  per¬ 
sonal  health  care  spending  for  the  two  younger  groups 
and  60%  for  the  aged. 

Young  Widows  and  Their  Children:  A  Com¬ 


parative  Report  (by  Lucy  B  Malian,  Social  Security 
Bulletin,  May  1975).  Financial  resources  of  widows 
under  age  60  are  analyzed  in  this  study  and  com¬ 
parisons  are  made  with  divorced  and  separated 
women.  “Young”  widows  have  two  major  sources  of  in¬ 
come:  their  own  earnings  and,  if  they  have  children 
under  age  18,  social  security  benefits.  Without  soicial 
security,  most  of  these  widowed  mothers  would  be 
poor.  Even  with  it,  one-third  of  them  are  poor.  Only 
with  substantial  earnings  can  most  widows  with  or 
without  children  attain  incomes  even  half  as  high  as 
those  of  husband-wife  families  with  the  same  number 
of  children.  Many  widows  under  age  60  rely  prin¬ 
cipally  on  public  assistance,  income  from  savings, 
veterans’  benefits,  and  living  with  relatives. 

Single  copies  of  the  above  publications  are  available 
for  official  use  from  the  Publications  Staff,  Office  of 
Research  and  Statistics,  Social  Security  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  Room  1120,  1875  Connecticut  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20009.  (ROBERT  E. 
Robinson,  chief,  publications  staff,  ors.  ssa, 
telephone  (202)  382-3439.) 


NEW  REPORTING  PLANS  AND  FORMS 


The  following  listing  gives  brief  descriptions  of  a 
selected  group  of  new  reporting  plans  and  forms  ap¬ 
proved  between  August  16  and  September  15,  1975  by 
the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Reports  Act.  The  descrip¬ 
tions  refer  to  surveys  and  data  collection  programs 
which  are  just  being  started  or  are  soon  to  be  started  so 
results  are  not  yet  available. 

Department  of  Agriculture 

Economic  Research  Service 

Overseas  markets  for  U.S.  food  processors  (single¬ 
time)  .  —  As  a  part  of  a  larger  study  of  the  convenience 
food  industry,  the  Economic  Research  service  is  con¬ 
ducting  this  survey  to  determine  the  use  of  U.  S.  food 
technology  and  U.  S.  convenience  foods  in  foreign 
markets.  The  research  would  include  an  inventory  of 


products  available  by  type  of  food,  package  size  and 
related  product  and  market  data.  For  further  in¬ 
formation:  P.  Dwoskin,  Economic  Research  Service, 
Department  of  Agriculture,  telephone  (202)  447- 
4449.) 


Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare 

Vietnam  resettlement  operation  feedback  survey 
(singletime) .  —  This  sample  survey  will  measure  how 
well  Vietnamese  refugees  are  faring  in  the  United 
States.  Topics  of  interest  are:  employment,  education, 
health,  food  and  clothing,  and  housing.  (For  further 
information:  Paul  Planchon,  Office  of  the  Secretary 
for  Planning  and  Evaluation,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  telephone  (202)  245-6927.) 
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OTHER  REPORTING  PLANS  AND  FORMS 


As  an  exf)eriment  we  have  been  carrying  a  list  of  the 
titles  of  the  new  forms  approved  during  a  4-week 
period.  This  list  has  appeared  for  several  months  now 
and  we  hope  that  our  readers  have  had  time  to  assess 
its  value.  Since  response  from  our  readers  has  in¬ 
creased,  we  plan  to  continue  carrying  this  list  for  a 
while  longer  until  further  notice.  Your  comments  will 
be  welcomed. 

Shown  below,  by  agency,  is  a  list  of  forms  approved 
between  August  16  and  September  15,  1975,  ex¬ 
cluding  those  described  above.  Questions  or  requests 
for  additional  information  about  any  of  the  forms 
listed  below  should  be  addressed  in  writing  to  Marsha 
Traynham,  Statistical  Policy  Division,  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget,  Washington,  D.C.  20503. 

During  August,  approximately  98  forms  reached 
their  expiration  dates  and  are  no  longer  approved  for 
use. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Soybean  Transportation  Analysis 

Request  for  Long-Term  Agreement  (Forestry  Incentives  Pro¬ 
gram) 

Recreation  Resources  Visitor  Information  Service  User  Study 
Application  for  Summer  Employment  —  Forest  Service 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Letter  of  Inquiry  (Employment) 

Survey  of  Business  Uses  of  Statistical  Information  Interview  Guide 
Application  for  Fishing  Information  and  Questionnaire 
1975  Northwest  Sport  Fishing  Survey 

Report  of  Restrictive  Trade  Practice  or  Boycott  Request  that  Dis¬ 
criminates  Against  U.S.  Citizens  or  Firms 
Privacy  Act  Information  Request  Form 
Industry  Privacy  Survey  1975 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION, 
AND  WELFARE 

IHE  Survey  to  Prepare  or  Retrain  Education  Personnel  to  Meet 
the  Needs  of  Persons  of  Limited  English-Speaking  Ability 
Safe  School  Study  —  Incident  Reporting  Sheet 
Pupil  Change  Study  of  the  Documentation  and  Evaluation  of  the 
Experimental  Schools  Program 
Survey  of  Distribution  of  Information  Use 

The  Status  of  Community  Education  Programs  at  the  State  Edu¬ 
cational  Agency  Level 


Public  School  Finance  Programs 

Application  for  Federal  Assistance  (Short  Form)  and  Supplemen¬ 
tary  Questionnaire- Disaster  Aid 

Request  for  Deferment  of  Repayment  Because  of  Armed  Forces, 
Student,  Peace  Corps,  or  Vista  Status 
Evaluation  of  Center  for  Disease  Control  “Training  Bulletin" 
Health  Maintenance  Organization  Qualification  Application 
Form 

Professional  Standards  Review  Organization  Routine  Federal  Re¬ 
porting  Requirements 

NIH- Longitudinal  Study  of  Intended  and  Actual  Fertility  1975 
National  Fertility  Study 

Fertility  Change  After  the  Baby  Boom :  The  Role  of  Economic 
Stress,  Female  Employment  and  Education 
Provider  Overpayment  Case  Transmittal 
Quarterly  Caseload  Report 

Pretest  of  Household  Interview  Schedules  for  the  Second  Health 
and  Nutrition  Examination  Survey 
Death  Registration  and  Chronic  Disease  Study 
Grant  Application,  RMP 

An  Evaluation  Questionnaire  to  Former  Students  of  Vocational 
Education,  Their  Employers  and  Vocational  Training  Schools 
Analyze  Obstacles  to  Obtaining  Home  Health  Care  and  Recom¬ 
mend  Regional  HEW  Strategies 
Annual  Report  on  Post-Employment  Services 
National  Day  Care  Study :  Parent  Interview 
National  Day  Care  Study:  Research  Program  Information  System 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 

Application  for  Participation  in  the  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program 

Counselee  Evaluation  Form  (Pre- Purchase) 

Counselee  Evaluation  Form  (Default) 

Annual  Review  of  HUD-Approved  Homeownership  Counseling 
Agency 

Resident  Participation  in  Federal.  State  and  Local  Manpower 
Training  and  Placement  Programs 
Region  V  Household  Survey,  Property  Disposition:  Occupant/ 
Absentee  Owner 

HUD  Real  Estate  Sector  Study:  Buyers  and  Sellers  Questionnaire 
Questionnaire  to  Follow-Up  the  National  Fair  Housing  Confer¬ 
ence 

HUD  Relocation  Evaluation  Questionnaire 

Housing  Allowance  Demand  Experiment  Program  Comparison 
Interview 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Work  Area  Radon  Daughter  Concentration,  and  Individual  Ex¬ 
posure  to  Radon  Daughters 

Delaware  Water  Gap  National  Recreation  Area  Visitor  Use  Sur¬ 
vey 
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Jamaica  Bay  Visitor  Usage  Survey 
Parent  Evaluation:  Zion  Nature  School 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Report  on  Occupational  Employment 

Interdepartmental  Workers'  Compensation  Task  Force— Claim 
Survey 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Procedural  Guide  for  Speed  Monitoring  (Annual  and  Quarterly 
Reporting  Requirements) 

Annual  Report  of  State  on  Enforcement  of  the  National  Maxi¬ 
mum  Speed  Limit 

National  Driver  Register  User  Needs  Survey 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Interview  Guide  for  Study:  Institutional  Aspects  of  Foreign  Port¬ 
folio  Investment  in  United  States 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

St.  Louis  Human  Morbidity  Study  Oxidant  Air  Pollution  and 
Chromosomal  Aberration  in  USC  Students 

EXECUTIVE  OFFICE  OF  THE  PRESIDENT 

Study  of  Functions  of  Office  of  Federal  Management  Policy 
Questionnaire  on  S.  1437  Study 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  BOARD 

Offering  Rates  on  Negotiable  Certificates  of  Deposit 

NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE  ARTS 
AND  HUMANITIES 

Cultural  Facilities  Questionnaire 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE  AD¬ 
MINISTRATION 

Mailing  List  Circularization 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

Survey  of  Calculators 
Agency- Industry  Questionnaires 

Graduate  Fellowship  Support  Grant  Expenditure  Report  Form 


ACTION 

Mini-Grant  Program  Survey  Questionnaire:  Mini-Grant  Program 
Interview  Guide 

RAILROAD  RETIREMENT  BOARD 

Supplemental  Report  of  Compensation 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

Request  for  Bankers’  Opinions 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 

Electric  Load  Survey  Guide 

Evaluation  of  the  Manpower  Demand  Study 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

CSC  Audit  Function  Questionnaire 

Geographic  Distribution  of  Federal  Civilian  Payrolls 

Supplemental  Questions  for  Policemen  (Hospital) 

Occupational  Interest  Record  (North  Carolina) 

Geographic  Distribution  of  Federal  Civilian  Employees 
Supplemental  Statement  for  Respiratory  Therapy  Technician, 
GS-649  (Florida) 

Request  for  Change  (South  Georgia) 

Application  for  Worker-Trainee 
Salary  Survey  Opinion  Questionnaire 
Interest  Questionnaire  for  Worker-Trainee 

Education  and  Experience  Questionnaire  for  junior  Federal  As¬ 
sistant 

Physical  Science  Technician  Supplemental  Qualification  State¬ 
ment 

CSC  Audit  Function  Questionnaire 

U.S.  INTERNATIONAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

Vinyl  Clad  Fence  Fabric:  Producers’  Questionnaire:  Importers 
Questionnaire 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

Application  for  Authority  to  Close  Section  1819  (Mobile  Home) 
Loans  on  an  Automatic  Basis  —  Nonsupervised  Lenders 

NATIONAL  ACADEMY  OF  SCIENCES 

Protocol  to  Assess  Veteran's  Perceptions  of  VA  Perceptions  of  VA 
Outpatient/Ambulatory  Care 
Study  of  Health  Care  Resources  in  V A 
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PERSONNEL  NOTES 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  BOARD 

Dixnsion  of  Research  and  Statistics:  GALEN  D.  BURGHARDT,  for¬ 
merly  an  Assistant  Professor  at  the  University  of  Massachusetts,  has 
joined  the  Board’s  staff  as  an  Econon  'st  in  the  Capital  Markets  Sec¬ 
tion.  JAMES  SMITH,  Director  of  Econometric  Research  at  the  Sears, 
Roebuck  and  Company  of  Chicago,  Illinois  has  accepted  a  one  year 
appointment  at  the  Board  as  a  Senior  Economist  in  the  Mortgage, 
Agricultural,  and  Consumer  Finance  Section.  DANA  B.  JOHNSON, 
a  Ph.D.  candidate  at  Northwestern  University,  has  joined  the 
Board's  staff  as  an  Economist  in  the  National  Income,  Labor  force 
and  Trade  Section.  PERRY  D.  QUICK,  a  Ph.D.  candidate  at  Stan¬ 
ford  University,  has  joined  the  Board's  staff  as  an  Economist  in  the 
Banking  Section. 

ROBERT  J.  MACKAY.  an  Assistant  Professor  at  the  Virginia 
Polytechnic  Institute  and  State  University,  has  joined  the  Board’s 
staff  as  a  Visiting  Professor  in  the  Special  Studies  Section.  LAWREN¬ 
CE  R.  FOREST,  a  Ph.D.  candidate  at  the  University  of  California  at 
Berkeley,  has  joined  the  Board’s  staff  as  an  Economist  in  the 
Business  Conditions  Section.  JAMES  L.  FREUND,  formerly  with  the 
National  Bureau  of  Economic  Research,  Inc.,  in  Cambridge, 
Massachusetts,  has  joined  the  Board’s  staff  as  an  Economist  in  the 
National  Income,  Labor  Force  and  Trade  Section.  DAVID  R. 
GRAHAM,  a  Ph.D.  candidate  at  the  University  of  California.  Los 
Angeles,  has  joined  the  Board’s  staff  as  an  Economist  in  the  Finan¬ 
cial  Studies  Section.  AGUSTIN  MARAVALL.  who  holds  a  Ph.D. 
degree  from  Escuela  Tecnica  Su—  Perior  De  Ingenieros  Agronomos 
in  Madrid,  Spain,  and  who  is  currently  a  Ph.D.  candidate  at  the 
University  of  Wisconsin,  has  joined  the  Board’s  staff  as  an  Economist 
in  the  Econometric  and  Computer  Applications  Section.  JOYCE  E. 
ZlCKLER,  formerly  with  the  Center  for  Manpmwer  Policy  Studies  at 
the  George  Washington  University,  has  joined  the  Board’s  staff  as  an 
Economist  in  the  National  Income,  Labor  Force  and  Trade  Section. 

SUSAN  M.  BAYLY.  formerly  an  Economist  in  the  National  In¬ 
come,  Labor  Force  and  Trade  Section,  has  been  reappointed  to  the 
Board  as  an  Economist  in  the  Staff  Services/ Administration  Section. 


EMILY  HANNAH,  who  holds  an  M.S.  degree  from  the  University  of 
Wisconsin,  has  joined  the  Board’s  staff  as  an  Economist  in  the 
Econometric  and  Computer  Applications  Section. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis:  MORTON  SOMER  was  appointed 
Assistant  Chief,  Statistical  Indicators  Division.  JOHN  E. 
CREMEANS,  Chief,  Business  Outlook  Division,  was  designated  Ac¬ 
ting  Chief  Statistician  of  the  Bureau.  GEORGE  R.  GREEN  was  ap¬ 
pointed  Special  Assistant  to  the  Chief  of  the  Business  Outlook 
division.  EDWARD  STEINBERG,  formerly  with  the  Office  of  Resear¬ 
ch  and  Statistics  of  the  Social  Security  Administration,  has  joined 
the  staff  of  the  Current  Business  Analysis  Division  as  an  Economist. 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

ROBERT  W.  CAIN,  Head,  Manpower  Studies  Section,  Division  of 
Science  Resources  Studies,  has  retired  after  33  years  of  Federal  ser¬ 
vice.  ROBERT  R.  WRIGHT,  formerly  Staff  Associate,  Science  In¬ 
dicators  Unit,  Division  of  Science  Resources  Studies,  has  been 
made  Head  of  that  Unit. 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 
C.  JAMES  KLETT  has  been  appointed  Chief  of  the  VA  Coopera¬ 
tive  Studies  Program  Support  Center  at  Perry  Point,  Maryland. 
YiCK-KWONG  CHAN  has  been  appointed  Chief  of  the  VA  Coopera¬ 
tive  Studies  Program  Support  Center  at  West  Haven,  Connecticut. 
Kenneth  JAMES  has  been  named  Acting  Chief  of  the  VA  Coopera¬ 
tive  Studies  Program  Support  Center  at  Hines,  Chicago,  Illinois. 
HOWARD  J.  SHARON  has  been  designated  Acting  Director,  Reports 
and  Statistics  Service,  replacing  WILLIAM  J.  FALLWELL,  Director 
of  Reports  and  Statistics  Service,  who  has  retired. 

ORGANIZATIONAL  CHANGE 

The  Social  and  Economic  Statistics  Administration  composed  of 
the  Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis  and  the  Bureau  of  the  Census  has 
been  abolished,  effective  August  4,  1975,  thereby  returning  each  of 
these  components  to  the  original  arrangement  of  primary  operating 
units  of  the  Department  of  Commerce. 
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SCHEDULE  OF  RELEASE  DATES  FOR 
PRINCIPAL  FEDERAL  ECONOMIC  INDICATORS 


November  1975 


Release  dates  scheduled  by  agencies  responsible  for 
the  principal  economic  indicators  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  are  given  below.  These  are  target  dates  that 
will  be  met  in  the  majority  of  cases.  Occasionally  agen¬ 
cies  may  be  able  to  release  data  a  day  or  so  earlier  or 
may  be  forced  by  unavoidable  compilation  problems 
to  release  a  report  one  or  more  days  later. 

A  similar  schedule  will  be  shown  here  each  month 


covering  release  dates  for  the  following  month.  The 
indicators  are  identified  by  the  title  of  the  releases  in 
which  they  are  included;  the  source  agency;  the  re¬ 
lease  identification  number  where  applicable;  and  the 
Business  Conditions  Digests  series  numbers  for  all  BCD 
series  included,  shown  in  parentheses.  Release  date  in¬ 
formation  for  additional  series  can  be  found  in  publi¬ 
cations  of  the  sponsoring  agencies. 


(Any  inquiries  about  these  series  should  be  directed  to  the  issuing  agency.) 


Date 

November  3 

3 

4 

5 
5 

5 

6 
6 

6 

7 

7 

7 

10 

12 

13 


Subject  Data  For 

Construction  Expenditures  (Press  release) ,  Census, 

C-30  (69) . September 

Manufacturers’  Shipments,  Inventories,  and  Orders, 

Census,  M3-1  (20,  65,  852) . September 

U.S.  Government  Security  Yields  and  Prices,  Federal 

Reserve  Board  (FRB) ,  G.  14  (114)  . October 

Consumer  Credit,  FRB,  G.  19  (66,  113) . September 

Manufacturers’  Export  Sales  and  Orders,  Census 

M4-A  (506)  . September 

Condition  Report  of  Large  Commercial  Banks,  FRB, 

H.4.2  (72)  . Week  Ending  October  29 

Money  Stock  Measures,  FRB,  H.6  (85,  102, 

103) . Week  Ending  October  29 

Factors  Affecting  Bank  Reserves  and  Condition  Statement 
of  Federal  Reserve  Banks,  FRB,  H.4.1 

(93)  . Week  Ending  November  5 

Wholesale  Price  Index  (Press  release) ,  Bureau  of  Labor 

Statistics  (BLS),  (55,  58,  750,  751,  752  . '.  .  .  October 

The  Employment  Situation  (Pressrelease),  BLS,  (1,  21, 

40,41,42,43,44,740,841-848) . October 

Monthly  Wholesale  Trade  (Press  release) ,  Census,  BW  .  .  September 

Retail  Trade  Report  (Press  release) ,  Census  (54)  . September 

Advance  Monthly  Retail  Sales  (Press  release) ,  Census, 

(54) . October 

Condition  Report  of  Large  Commercial  Banks,  FRB, 

H.4.2  (72) . Week  ending  November  5 

Money  Stock  Measures,  FRB,  H.6  (85,  102, 

103)  . Week  ending  November  5 
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Date  Subject  Data  For 

November  13  Factors  Affecting  Bank  Reserves  and  Condition 
Statement  of  Federal  Reserve  Banks,  FRB, 

H.4.1  (93) . Week  ending  November  12 


14  Industrial  Production  and  Related  Data,  FRB, 

0.12.3  (47,853)  . October 

14  Balance  of  Payments  on  Official  Reserve  Transactions  and 
Net  Liquidity  Balance,  Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis 

(BEA),  (521,  522) .  3Q.’75 

14  Manufacturing  and  Trade:  Inventories  and  Sales,  BEA, 

(31,  56,  71,  851)  . September 

1 7  Yields  on  FHA  Insured  New  Home  30-Year  Mortgages, 

HUD,  (118) . November  1 

18  Housing  Starts  (Press  release) ,  Census,  C-20  (28,  29) . October 

19  Personal  Income,  BEIA,  (52,  53)  . October 

19  Condition  Report  of  Large  Commercial  Banks,  FRB, 


H.4.2  (72) . Week  ending  November  12 

20  Money  Stock  Measures,  FRB,  H.6  (85,  102, 

103)  . Week  ending  November  12 

20  Factors  Affecting  Bank  Reserves  and  Condition  Statement 
of  Federal  Reserve  Banks,  FRB,  H.4.1 

(93)  . Week  ending  November  19 


20  Gross  National  Product  (Revised) ,  BEA,  (200,  205)  .  3Q’75 

20  Federal  Receipts  and  Elxpenditures,  NIA  Basis,  BEA ; 

(600,601,602)  .  3Q.75 

20  Corporate  Profits,  BEA,  (16,  22,  68)  .  3  Q’75 

20  Consumer  Price  Index  (Press  release) ,  BLS, 

(781,  782,  783,  784) . October 

20  Real  Earnings  (Press  release) ,  BLS,  (741,  859)  . October 

22  Advance  Report  on  Durable  Goods,  Manufacturers’ 

Shipments  and  Orders  (Press  Release) ,  Census,  M3-1 

(6,  24,  96,  647,  648) . October 

25  Average  Yields  of  Long  Term  Bonds,  Treasury  Bulletin 

(115,  116)  . Ortober 

26  Labor  Turnover  in  Manufacturing  (Press  release) , 

BLS  (2,  3) . C  /ctober 

26  Elxport  and  Import  Merchandise  Trade,  Census,  FT-900 

(500, 502, 512)  .  October 

26  Productivity  and  Costs  in  Nonfinancial  Corporations 

(Press  release) ,  BLS . 3Q_’75 

26  Condition  Re(>ort  of  Large  Commercial  Banks,  (FRB) , 


H.4.2  (72) . Weekending  November  19 

28  Money  Stock  Measures,  FRB,  H.6  (85,  102, 

103)  . Week  ending  November  19 

28  Factors  Affecting  Bank  Reserve  and  Condition  Statement  of 
Federal  Reserve  Banks,  FRB,  H.4.1 

(93)  . Week  ending  November  26 


28  Advance  Business  Conditions  Digest,  BEA : 

(12,  33,  69,  813,  817) . September 

(5,  10,  17,  45,  59,  62,  810,  811,  814,  815,  816,  820, 

825,  830,  853,  860) . October 

28  Ag^cultural  Prices  (Agriculture)  . Mid-November 


For  sale  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C. 
20402.  Price  50  cents  (single  copy).  Subscription  Price:  $6.00  domestic  postpaid;  $1.50  additional 
foreign  mailing. 
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AGENCY  REPRESENTATIVES  FOR  DISTRIBUTION  AND  NEWS  ITEMS 


1 

'elaphone 

T 

elephone 

Agriculture: 

Richard  Small 

447-6201 

Labor: 

Statistical  Reporting  Service 

BLS: 

Henry  Lowenstern 

961-2327 

Commerce: 

John  Wearmouth  (distribution  only) 

967-4233 

Constance  McEwen  (news  items) 

961-2312 

Office  of  Publications 

MA: 

Howard  Rosen,  Office  of  Manpower 

Alternate;  Tim  Coss 

967-4233 

Research 

376-7335 

Census: 

Harold  Nisselson 

763-2462 

Bernard  Rein 

376-7258 

Larry  Hartke  (news  items) 

763-7454 

Robert  Yerger,  Office  of  Research  and 

BEA: 

Ago  Ambre 

523-0777 

Development 

376-6456 

Ann  Winkler  (personnel  notes) 

523  -  08  90 

T ran sportotion: Alan  Pisarski 

426-4203 

Defense: 

Rose  Glubin,  OSD  Comptroller 

0X5-5679 

FHA: 

Thomas  Hyland,  Public  Affairs 

HEW: 

Richard  Simonson,  Office  of  Sec 

245-6230 

(news  items) 

426-0662 

PHS: 

Gooloo  Wunderlich,  OAS  for  Health 

443-2660 

FAA: 

Patricia  Beardsley 

426-3323 

Louise  Kirby,  NCHS  (news  items) 

443-1202 

Treasury: 

Jack  Flood,  Jr.,  Printing  Procure¬ 

George  Fredricksen,  Food  &  Drug 

443-4055 

ment  (distribution  only) 

964-5381 

OE: 

Marjorie  Chandler 

245-8585 

IRS: 

Robert  Wilson  (news  items) 

964-6615 

SSA: 

John  J.  Carroll,  Asst  Comsnr  for 

FEA: 

Pamela  H.  Kacser 

961-7686 

Research  &  Statistics  (news  items)  382-3966 

Fed  Reserve: 

Robert  M.  Fisher,  R  &  S 

452-2871 

Robert  Robinson,  ORS  (distribution) 

382-3261 

NASA: 

W.A.  Greene 

755-8439 

HUD: 

Douglas  C.  Brooks 

426-7987 

NSF. 

Charles  E.  Falk,  Div.  of  Science 

Alternate;  Robert  E.  Ryan 

755-5913 

Resources  Studies 

282-7706 

IASI: 

Cecilia  E.  Washington 

381-8285 

Mary  M.  Boyden 

282-7714 

Interior: 

William  L.  Kendig  (distribution) 

343-2195 

U.S.  Civil  Serv.  Comm. 

Office  of  Management  Consulting 

Philip  Schneider 
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